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MILITIA TASK FORCE 
REPORT 

The Militia Task Force, an offshoot of the 
Southern Poverty Law Center, was formed back 
in October 1994. Their Web page lists the 
following organizations here in New Jersey’ as a 
threat to the powers that be : 

1) George Mason Society. Edison 

2) Salem County Militia , Hancock s 
Bridge 

3) Sovereign Demanding Liberty , Inc., 
Hawthorn 

4) Constitutionalists , Mahwah 

5) U.S. Taxpayers Party, Maple Shade 

6) Middlesex County Militia , Old Bridge 

7) New Jersey Militia, Trenton 

8) Warren County Militia, Warren County 

9) Americans for Constitutional 
Government, Watchung 

1 0) Christian Patriots , unspecified 
location 

11) Remnant of Yahweh, unspecified 
location 

If your group hasn't made the MTF's hate 
list, don’t feel snubbed. It to ok us over two 
years to get noticed. Keep trying. 

To illustrate the mind-set of the Militia Task 
Force, read the following quote from their article 
‘Anti-government Attitude Intensifies’: 

“If the American public is less tolerant of 
extremist elements, the nearly universal 
anti-government attitude that nurtures the 
Patriot Movement has, if anything, 
intensified There is still a climate of mistrust 
in which politicians of all parties routinely 
lambaste the federal government Large 
numbers of citizens shun elections. In such 
an environment, the radical anti-government 
philosophy preached by the Patriot Movement 
finds willing recruits . ”* 

If the Militia Task Force realty’ wants to 
reduce the size or growth of the Militia 
Movement, then eliminate the cause, not the 
effect. 

The Militia Movement didn’t cause “the 
nearly universal anti-government attitude ,” 
nor the “climate of distrust ” nor “large 
numbers of citizens to shun elections” nor 
“politicians of both parties to routinely 
lambaste the federal government ” Eliminating 


the militias will not change these problems 
because Washington is causing them. (You 
don’t see armed militiamen in front of polling 
places chasing voters away.) 

To illustrate the mind-boggling, 
incomprehensible stupidity of the MTF, look at 
it this way: You go to your doctor and he tells 
you have cancer and you need an operation. The 
MTF solution: Throw the doctor m jail, or pass 
a law to silence him for ‘‘criticizing” your 
condition; then legislate a five-day waiting 
period before he can purchase scalpels. If jailing 
every militia member in America over night 
would have a curative effect in our society’, then 
it stands to reason that jailing every doctor in 
America would make people healthier. Militias 
are no more the cause of the disease in our 
body-politic today than are doctors the cause of 
cancer. 

When people get sick their bodies produce 
antibodies to combat the illness. The militias 
that have been forming around the country are 
like antibodies. We’re simply trying to stop the 
spread of a malignant (political) disease that we 
did not cause. 

If you listen to the MTF, however, thevTl 
tell you that the antibodies are the disease, and 
big government, which is spreading the disease, 
the cure. Remember what Orwell said about 
Newspeakl Reversing word meanings to deceive 
the people? 

The first act of a despotic or dictatorial 
government is to silence its critics. The Southern 
Poverty Law’ Center and the Militia Task Force, 
for some inexplicable reason, are trying to 
silence critics of the federal government. If 
they’ ’re successful the problem will only worsen. 
You only need to look at Hitler's Germany, 
Stalin’s Russia and Mao’s China to understand 
this principle. 

‘BRUTUS XV’ 

Editor’s note: What do the book of Daniel in 
the Old Testament and the essay ‘Brutus XV’ in 
the Anti-Federalist Papers have in common? 
Though they’ are separated by 2500 years in time 
and deal with two totally different subjects, there 
is a similarity: The prophecies of Daniel are so 
precise and so accurate that some critics claim 
that they’ could not possibly have been written 


before the events took place, in the 6th century’ 
BC, but in the 2nd century BC, after the fact. 

Brutus was the pen name of Robert Yates, a 
New 7 York judge and delegate to the Federal 
Convention. He wrote ‘Brutus XV’ in 1788, 
prior to the ratification of the Constitution, 
foretelling how the judiciary would become the 
supreme branch of government. Yates 
recognized, as did Jefferson, a senous flaw in 
the Constitution-there was no way to stop the 
Supreme Court from vetoing any legislation 
passed by Congress. Thus he believed that the 
Supreme Court would become the supreme 
branch of the yet-to-be-formed federal 
government. 

Yates claimed not to possess the gift of 
prophecy, but he, like Daniel, was so accurate in 
his predictions you’d think he wrote it m 1988, 
not two hundred years before: 

Brutus XV 

I said in my last number, that the supreme 
court under this constitution would be exalted 
above all other power in the government, and 
subject to no control. The business of this paper 
will be to illustrate this, and to show 7 the danger 
that will result from it. I question whether the 
world ever saw 7 , in any period of it, a court of 
justice invested with such immense powers, and 
yet placed in a situation so little responsible. 
Certain it is, that in England, and in the several 
states, where we have been taught to believe, the 
courts of law are put upon the most prudent 
establishment, they 7 are on a very 7 different 
footing. 

The judges in England, it is sure, hold their 
offices during their good behaviour, but then 
their determinations are subject to correction by 
the house of lords; and their power is by’ no 
means so extensive as that of the proposed 
supreme court of the union.- 1 believe they in no 
instance assume the authority’ to set aside an act 
of parliament under the idea that it is 
inconsistent with their constitution. They 
consider themselves bound to decide according 
to the existing laws of the land, and never 
undertake to control them by adjudging that they 7 
are inconsistent with the constitution— much less 
are they’ vested with the power of giving an 
equitable construction to the constitution. 

The judges in England are under the control 
of the legislature, for they’ are bound to 


determine according to the laws passed by them. 
But the judges under this constitution will 
control the legislature, for the supreme court are 
authorized in the last resort, to determine what is 
the extent of powers of the Congress; they are to 
give the constitution an explanation, and there is 
no power above them to set aside their 
judgement. The framers of this constitution 
appear to have followed that of the British, in 
rendering the judges independent, by granting 
them their offices during good behaviour, 
without following the constitution of England, in 
instituting a tribunal in which their errors may 
be corrected; and without averting to this, that 
the judicial under this system have a power 
which is above the legislative, and which indeed 
transcends any power before given to a judicial 
by any free government under heaven. 

1 do not object to the judges holding their 
commissions during good behaviour. I suppose 
it a proper provision provided they were made 
properly responsible. But I say, this system has 
followed the English government in this, while it 
has departed from almost every other principle 
of their jurisprudence, under the idea, of 
rendering the judges independent; which in the 
British constitution, means no more than that 
they hold their place during good behaviour, and 
have fixed salaries, they have made the judges 
independent , in the fullest sense of the word. 
There is no power above them, to control any of 
their decisions. There is no authority that can 
remove them, and they cannot be controlled by 
the laws of the legislature. In short, they are 
independent of the people, of the legislature, and 
of ever} 7 power under heaven. Men placed in this 
situation will generally soon feel themselves 
independent of heaven itself. Before I proceed to 
illustrate the truth of these assertions, I beg 
liberty to make one remark-Though in my 
opinion the judges ought to hold their offices 
during good behaviour, yet I think it is clear, 
that the reasons in favor of this establishment of 
the judges in England, do by no means apply to 
this country. 

The great reason assigned, why the judges m 
Britain ought to be commissioned during good 
behaviour, is this, that they may be placed in a 
situation, not to be influenced by the crown, to 
give such decisions, as would tend to increase its 
power and prerogatives. While the judges held 
their places at the will and pleasure of the king, 
on whom they depend not only for their offices, 
but also for their salaries, the} 7 were subject to 
every undue influence. If the crown wished to 
earn 7 a favorite point, to accomplish which the 
aid of the courts of law was necessary, the 
pleasure of the king would be signified to the 
judges. And it required the spirit of a martyr, for 
the judges to determine contrary to the king's 


will. —They were absolutely dependent upon him 
both for their offices and livings. The king, 
holding his office during life, and transmitting it 
to his posterity as an inheritance, has much 
stronger inducements to increase the 
prerogatives of his office than those who hold 
their offices for stated periods, or even for life. 
Hence the English nation gained a great point, in 
favor of liberty. When they 7 obtained the 
appointment of the judges, during good 
behaviour, they 7 got from the crown a 
concession, which deprived it of one of the most 
powerful engines with which it might enlarge the 
boundaries of the royal prerogative and encroach 
on the liberties of the people. But these reasons 
do not apply to this country, we have no 
hereditary monarch; those who appoint the 
judges do not hold their offices for life, nor do 
they descend to their children. The same 
arguments, therefore, which will conclude in 
favor of the tenor of the judge's offices for good 
behaviour, lose a considerable part of their 
weight when applied to the state and condition 
of America. But much less can it be shown, that 
the nature of our government requires that the 
courts should be placed beyond all account more 
independent, so much so as to be above control. 

I have said that the judges under this system 
will be independent in the strict sense of the 
word: To prove this I will show--That there is no 
power above them that can control their 
decisions, or correct their errors. There is no 
authority that can remove them from office for 
any 7 errors or want of capacity 7 , or lower their 
salaries, and in many cases their power is 
superior to that of the legislature. 

1st. There is no power above them that can 
correct their errors or control their 
decisions— The adjudications of this court are 
final and irreversible, for there is no court above 
them to which appeals can lie, either in error or 
on the merits. --In this respect it differs from the 
courts in England, for there the house of lords is 
the highest court, to whom appeals, in error, are 
carried from the highest courts of law. 

2nd. They 7 cannot be removed from office or 
suffer a dimunition of their salaries, for any 
error in judgement or want of capacity 7 . 

It is expressly declared by the constitution, - 
” That they shall at stated times receive a 
compensation for their services which shaH not 
be diminished during their continuance in 
office. 

The only clause in the constitution which 
provides for the removal of the judges from 
office, is that which declares, that "the 
president , vice-president, and all civil officers 
of the United States , shall be removed from 
office , on impeachment for, and conviction of 
treason, bribery, or other high crimes and 


misdemeanors ” By this paragraph, civil 
officers, in which the judges are mcluded. arc 
removable only 7 for crimes. Treason and bribery 
are named, and the rest are included under the 
general terms of high crimes and misdemeanors 
-Errors in judgement, or want of capacity to 
discharge the duties of the office, can never be 
supposed to be included in these words, high 
crimes and misdemeanors. A man may mistake 
a case in giving judgement, or manifest that he is 
incompetent to the discharge of the duties of a 
judge, and yet give no evidence of corruption or 
want of integrity . To support the charge, it will 
be necessary 7 to give in evidence some facts that 
will show, that the judges committed the error 
from wicked and corrupt motives. 

3d. The power of this court is in many 7 cases 
superior to that of the legislature. I have showed, 
in a former paper, that this court will be 
authorized to decide upon the meaning of the 
constitution, and that, not only according to the 
natural and ob[vious] meaning of the words, but 
also according to the spirit and intention of it. In 
the exercise of this power they 7 will not be 
subordinate to, but above the legislature. For all 
the departments of this government will receive 
their powers, so far as they 7 are expressed in the 
constitution, from the people immediately 7 , who 
are the source of power. The legislature can only 
exercise such powers as are given them by the 
constitution, they 7 cannot assume any of the 
rights annexed to the judicial, for this plain 
reason, that the same authority which vested the 
legislature with their powers, vested the judicial 
with theirs -both are derived from the same 
source, both therefore are equally valid, and the 
judicial hold their powers independently of the 
legislature, as the legislature do of the judicial. 
-The supreme court then have a right, 
independent of the legislature, to give a 
construction to the constitution and every 7 part of 
it. and there is no power provided in this system 
to correct their construction or do it away 7 . If, 
therefore, the legislature pass any 7 laws, 
inconsistent with the sense the judges put upon 
the constitution, they will declare it void; and 
therefore in this respect their pow r er is superior 
to that of the legislature. In England, the judges 
are not only 7 subject to have their decisions set 
aside by the house of lords, for error, but in 
cases where they 7 give an explanation to the laws 
or constitution of the country , contrary 7 to the 
sense of the parliament, though the parliament 
will not set aside the judgement of the court, yet, 
they 7 have authority 7 , by 7 a new 7 law 7 , to explain a 
former one, and by this means to prevent a 
reception of such decisions. But no such pow 7 er 
is in the legislature. The judges are 
supreme-and no law 7 , explanatory of the 
constitution, will be binding on them. 


“Unless we put medical freedom into the Constitution, the time will come when medicine will organize into an undercover dictatorship to 
restrict the art of healing to one class of men and deny equal privileges to others. The Constitution of this Republic should make a special 

privilege for medical freedom as well as religious freedom.” 

—Dr. Benjamin Rush, signer of the Declaration of Independence 


Vs 


From the preceding remarks, which have 
been made on the judicial powers proposed in 
this system, the policy of it may be fully 
developed. 

I have, in the course of mv observation on 
this constitution, affirmed and endeavored to 
shew, that it was calculated to abolish entirely 
the state governments, and to melt down the 
states into one entire government, for every 
purpose as well as internal and local, as external 
and national. In this opinion, the opposers of the 
system have generally agreed -and this has been 
uniformly denied by its advocates in public. 
Some individuals, indeed, among them, will 
confess, that it has this tendency, and scruple 
not to sav. it is what they wish: and I will 
venture to predict, without the spirit of 
prophecy, that if it is adopted without 
amendments, or some such precautions as will 
ensure amendments immediately after its 
adoption, that the same gentlemen who have 
employed their talents and abilities with such 
success to influence the public mind to adopt 
this plan, will employ the same to persuade the 
people, that it will be for their good to abolish 
the state governments as useless and 
burdensome. 

Perhaps nothing could have been better 
conceived to facilitate the abolition of the state 
governments than the constitution of the 
judicial. They will be able to extend the limits of 
the general government gradually, and by 
insensible degrees, and to accommodate 
themselves to the temper of the people. Their 
decisions on the meaning of the constitution will 
commonly take place in cases which arise 
between individuals, with which the public will 
not be generally acquainted; one adjudication 
will form a precedent to the next, and this to a 
following one. These cases will immediately 
affect individuals only; so that a series of 
determinations will probably take place before 
even the people will be informed of them. In the 
mean time all the art and address of those who 
wish for the change will be employed to make 
converts to their opinion. The people will be 
told, that their state officers, and state 
legislatures are a burden and expense without 
affording any solid advantage, for that all the 
laws passed by them, might be equally well 
made by the general legislature. If to those who 
will be interested in the change, be added, those 
who will be under their influence, and such who 
will submit to almost any change of government, 
which they can be persuaded to believe will ease 
them of taxes, it is easy to see, the party who 
will favor the abolition of the state governments 
would be far from being inconsiderable. -In this 
situation, the general legislature, might pass one 
law after another, extending the general and 
abridging the state jurisdictions, and to sanction 
their proceedings would have a course of 
decisions of the judicial to whom the 
constitution has committed the power of 
explaining the constitution . -If the states 
remonstrated, the constitutional mode of 
deciding upon the validity of the law, is with the 


supreme court, and neither people, nor state 
legislatures, nor the general legislature can 
remove them or reverse their decrees. 

Had the construction of the constitution 
been left with the legislature, they would have 
explained it at their peril; if they exceed their 
powers, or sought to find, in he spirit of the 
constitution, more than was expressed in the 
letter, the people from whom they derived their 
power could remove them, and do themselves 
right; and indeed I can see no other remedy that 
the people can have against their rulers for 
encroachments of this nature. A constitution is a 
compact of the people with their rulers; if the 
rulers break the compact, the people have a right 
and ought to remove them and do themselves 
justice; but in order to enable them to do this 
with the greater facility, those whom the people 
choose at stated periods, should have the power 
in the last resort to determine the sense of the 
compact; if they determine contrary' to the 
understanding of the people, an appeal will lie to 
the people at the period when the rulers are to be 
elected, and they will have it in their power to 
remedy the evil; but when this power is lodged 
in the lands of men independent of the people, 
and of their representatives, and who are not, 
constitutionally, accountable for their opinions, 
no way is left to control them but with a high 
hand and an outstretched arm. 

Gosing note: Because of federal 

legislation, and the enforcement of said 
legislation by the supreme court, federal law 
enforcement agencies, and a myriad of federal 
bureaucracies, the 9th and 10th Amendments of 
the Bill of Rights have been usurped to such a 
degree that state governments have been 
downgraded to a position of vassalage. For 
Yates, and other anti-federalists, this was a 
futuristic concern, for us, a painful reality. 
Everything Yates predicted has come true. 

BIG BROTHER IS ALIVE, 
WELL-ARMED AND GETTING 
BIGGER 

by Ron Paul (R-Texas) 

Mr. Speaker, earlier this year, another 
Member severely criticized me on the House 
floor for declaring on C-SPAN that indeed 
many Americans justifiably feared their own 
government This fear has come from the 
police state mentality that prompted Ruby 
Ridge, Waco and many other episodes of an 
errant federal government. 

Under the Constitution, there was never 
meant to be a federal police force. Even an 
FBI limited only to investigations was not 
accepted until this century. Yet today, fueled 
by the federal government's misdirected war 
on drugs, radical environmentalism, and the 
aggressive behavior of the nanny state, we 
have witnessed the massive buildup of a 
virtual army of armed regulators prowling the 
States where they have no legal authority. The 
sacrifice of individual responsibility and the 
concept of local government by the majority 


of American citizens has permitted the army 
of bureaucrats to thrive. 

We have depended on government for so 
much for so long that we as people have 
become less vigilant of our liberties. As long 
as the government provides largesse for the 
majority, the special interest lobbyists will 
succeed in continuing the redistribution of 
welfare programs that occupies most of 
Congress ' legislative time. 

Wealth is limited, yet demands are 
unlimited. A welfare system inevitably 
diminishes production and shrinks the 
economic pie. As this occurs, anger among 
the competing special interests grows. While 
Congress and the people concentrate on 
material welfare and its equal redistribution, 
the principles of liberty are ignored, and 
freedom is undermined. 

More immediate, the enforcement of the 
interventionist state requires a growing army 
of bureaucrats. Since groups demanding 
special favors from the federal government 
must abuse the rights and property of those 
who produce wealth and cherish liberty, real 
resentment is directed at the agents who come 
to eat out our substance. The natural 
consequence is for the intruders to arm 
themselves to protect against angry victims of 
government intrusion. 

Thanks to a recent article by Joseph 
Farah, director of the Western Journalism 
Center of Sacramento , CA, appearing in the 
Houston Chronicle , the surge in the number 
of armed federal bureaucrats has been 
brought to our attention. Farah points out 
that in 1996 alone , at least 2,439 new federal 
cops were authorized to carry firearms. That 
takes the total up to nearly 60,000. Farah 
points out that these cops were not only in 
agencies like the FBI, but include the EPA, 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife, and the Army Corps 
of Engineers. Even Bruce Babbit, according 
to Farah, wants to arm the Bureau of Land 
Management Farah logically asks, u When 
will the NEA have its armed art cops?" Ihis 
is a dangerous trend 

It is ironic that the proliferation of guns 
in the hands of the bureaucrats is pushed by 
the antigun fanatics who hate the Second 
Amendment and would disarm every 
law-abiding American citizen. Yes, we need 
gun control. We need to disarm our 
bureaucrats, then abolish the agencies. If 
government bureaucrats like guns that much 
let them seek work with the NRA. 

Force and intimidation are the tools of 
tyrants. Intimidation with government guns, 
the threat of imprisonment, and the fear of 
harassment by government agents put fear 
into the hearts of millions of Americans. Four 
days after Paula Jones refused a settlement in 
her celebrated suit, she received notice that 
she and her husband would be audited for 
1995 taxes. Since 1994 is the audit year for 
the IRS, the administration 's denial that the 


audit is related to the suit is suspect, to say the 
least 

Even if it is coincidental, do not try to 
convince the American people. Most 
Americans , justifiably cynical and untrusting 
toward the federal government, know the 
evidence exists that since the 1970s both 
Republican and Democratic administrations 
have not hesitated to intimidate their political 
enemies with IRS audits and regulatory 
harassment. 

Even though the average IRS agent does 
not carry a gun, the threat of incarceration 
and seizure of property is backed up by many 
guns. All government power is ultimately gun 
power and serves the interest of those who 
despise or do not comprehend the principles 
of liberty . The gun in the hands of 
law-abiding citizens serves to hold in check 
arrogant and aggressive government Guns in 
the hands of the bureaucrat do the opposite. 
The founders of this country fully understood 
this fact. 

SOUTHERN HOSPITALITY 
..JV077 

“Police blockades? Helicopters flying 
overhead blaring the theme music from 
‘Cops'? Confrontational patrols and 
stakeouts of a rally site? Drug sniffing dogs? 
Massive law enforcement presence by a wide 
spectrum of police authorities? 
Discriminatory traffic stops for license, 
registration and ‘safety' checks ? Do these 
sound like the scenes from a television series? 
Does life imitate art? Unfortunately, for 
attendees, it did. " 

Judging from the description above you’d 
think writer Lee Freedman was describing 
another Freeman standoff or a militia rally. He 
wasn’t. He’s describing what happened at a 
recent motorcycle rally, as reported in the 
November issue of BMW Owners News . 

Back in September the BMW Riders 
Association held their 25th Anniversary 
International Rally at Fontana Village in 
Robbinsville, North Carolina. Beemer riders 
came from all over the country and Canada. 
BMW Rider Association President Ed Jorgensen 
did everything “by the book” prior to the rally: 
Notified the Graham County Chamber of 
Commerce, the Tennessee Valley Authority 
Police and several other counties reps about the 
rally. Everything was fine, or so he thought. 

No sooner had the rally begun than reports 
of police harassment started coming in at a 
staggering pace. Riders traveling to and from the 
rally site were stopped numerous times for 
“safety” checks-and searches-while cars were 
allowed to pass freely. When peevish riders 
asked the police for “probable cause,” they were 
threatened with “retaliatory action.” 

The abuse didn’t stop there however. 
“There were many discussions at the rally of 
entrapment by police officers. One typical 
report: a police car deliberately slows to 15 


mph under the posted limit in a non-passing 
solid yellow line area and then beckons the 
following motorcyclist to pass. After the rider 
has followed his instruction to pass, he is 
pulled over and ticketed for violating the 
law. " 

This is a classic “damned if I do and 
damned if I don’t” situation. If the motorcyclist 
refused to pass he could have been ticketed for 
not obeying the officer! 

“Numerous vehicles were observed 
parked at night with lights out, staking out 
various areas of the Fontana Resort. Outside 
the rally site, a command post had been 
established. On the roads, police blockades 
were set up and a helicopter was put into use 
for aerial surveillance, " Freedman wrote. 

During this time Jorgensen was “...pleading 
with the Tennessee Valley authorities for 
relief from the overpowering police presence, 
but to no avail. " He even called the Governor’s 
office for help-that proved futile as well. 

What was the reason for the unheard-of 
police presence? Rally organizers were told by 
the police they had received reports that outlaw 
and red neck bikers were going to crash the 
rally. That’s plausible, but it doesn’t explain 
why only BMW riders were stopped and 
harassed. BMW enthusiasts are about as far 
removed from the “outlaw biker” image as you 
can get both in appearance and motorcycle 
preference. Plus, not a single outlaw biker was 
seen near the rally site during the 3 day period. 

It should be noted that a few years back 
similar abuses took place at another BMW rally 
held in Spartanburg, South Carolina. 

Oosing note: O.K., Beemer Heads, you 
have an excellent opportunity for a class action 
law suit against the police, but it’s time to put 
down those croissants and pick up the 
Constitution. You can either read about 
governmental abuses in newsletters such as ours 
or learn it first hand with a boot heel pressed 
against the back of your necks-as you did at 
your rally. Either way, you’re going to realize 
that We the People who are involved in the 
militia & patriot movement arc correct in our 
assessment of governmental abuses. Just 
remember, it wasn’t the North Carolina Militia 
at your rally acting like der Gestapo. You got a 
wake-up cal I -we hope. 

Valley Forge 

by Robert MiddlekaufT 

Ed: The American army straggled into winter 
quarters at Valley Forge on Dec. 21, 1777, to begin a 
period of epic endurance. 

In all, Washington’s army numbered 1 1,000 
officers and men, of whom 8200 were fit for 
duty. They made a camp in a fine strategic site, 
but there was much about it that added to their 
misery-and they were miserable when they 
arrived. They lacked almost everything an army 
needs for survival. They had been hungry for 
several weeks, and their new quarters were in a 
part of Pennsylvania barren of provisions. They 


had lived for weeks in the open and required 
barracks. 

The recent campaign had wom out shoes and 
clothing as well as men. The hills offered no 
more in the way of clothing than of food. 
Almost everything else was in short supply as 
well. A few days after their arrival Washington 
remarked that there was no soap in the army 
but, he concluded, there was not much use of it 
since few men had more than one shirt, and 
some none at all. And he might have noted that, 
though Valley Creek and the Schuylkill bordered 
the camp, water for all uses had to be carried 
from considerable distance, in some places a 
mile or more. 

The woods afforded the materials for 
housing, and the soldiers fell to building huts 
almost immediately. Washington ordered that 
the camp be carefully laid out. Huts, 14 by 16 
feet, were to be constructed of logs, roofed with 
‘split slabs’. Clay sealed the sides and was used 
to make fireplaces. Nails were not to be had of 
course, and the logs had to be notched. Each hut 
housed a squad of twelve men. Washington 
promised to share his soldiers’ hardships until 
the first huts were completed and lived in a tent 
before finally moving into one of the few houses 
near by. By January 13 the last of the huts were 
completed. 

Comfort did not abound inside the huts’ 
walls. Many had only the ground for floors, and 
straw for beds was not readily available. Worst 
of all, the troops frequently had nothing to eat. 
At the time of their arrival the commissary 
seems to have contained only 25 barrels of 
flour-nothing else, neither meat nor fish. 
During the days that followed the soldiers 
chopped down trees and put up huts with empty 
stomachs. At night, according to Albigence 
Waldo, a surgeon of the Connecticut line, there 
was a general cry that echoed through the 
hills-’No meat! No meat!’ The troops added to 
this 'melancholy sound’ their versions of the 
cawing of crows and the hooting of owls. 

Imitating bird calls suggests that the troops’ 
sense of humor saw them through the worst of 
their sufferings. They had their hatreds, too, and 
these also may have helped sustain them. One 
was firecake, a thin bread made of flour and 
water and baked over the campfire. Another 
was the commissaries who were supposed to 
provide food for the army. Waldo reconstructed 
a number of conversations along the following 
lines: ‘What have you for your dinners, boys?’ 
‘Nothing but firecake and water. Sir.’ At night: 
‘Gentlemen, the supper is ready. What is your 
supper, lads?’ ‘Firecake and water. Sir.’ And 
from Waldo the snarl: ‘The Lord send that our 
Commissary of Purchases may live fon] firecake 
and water till their glutted gutts are turned to 
pasteboard.’ 

-The Oxford Book of Military Anecdotes 


Militia Officers 

by Henry Belcher 

Officers of militia were* up to the end of 
1776, appointed by popular vote or ballot. A 
New Jersey man or a Maryland man looked 
upon the whole proceedings as being of the 
nature of a vestry meeting. Wherever he went 
he carried his voting ticket in his pocket, and 
whether the post to be filled was that of mayor, 
sheriff, magistrate, collector, or captain, the 
principle for him remained the same. The 
militiamen enrolled themselves according to a 
form of contract drawn on democratic lines; as 
thus: 

We the subscribers do hereby severally 
enlist ourselves into the service of the United 
American Colonies until the first day of January 
next... and we severally consent to be formed by 
such person or persons as the general court shall 
appomt into a company of ninety men, including 
one captain, two lieutenants, one ensign, four 
sergeants, four corporals, one drum, and one fife 
to be elected by the company. 

The practice of election extended even to 
field officers. A Maryland regiment having been 
called together to poll for a field officer, the 
colonel fixed a day for the poll and appointed 
himself returning officer for the declaration of 
the poll. The men of the regiment disregarded 
the date fixed by the colonel, refused his 
services as returning officer, and threatened him 
with personal violence should he dare to 
interfere, so fiercely was the democratic 
principle asserted even in a state of the 
aristocratic origin which Maryland was proud to 
claim. 

— The Oxford Book of Military’ Anecdotes 

UN Seeking ‘Carbon Tax’? 

At this month's International Global 
Climate Change Conference in Japan the U.S. 
delegation, at the urging of environmental 
NGOs (non government organizations), may 
endorse a UN carbon tax as necessary to reduce 
global warming, which is allegedly caused by 
carbon dioxide (C02) generated by man's use of 
fossils fuels such as coal. 

According to the Intergovernmental Panel 
on Climate Change’s “Scientific Assessment” 
global temperatures have risen 0.45 degrees 
Centigrade since the Civil War (1860). There is 
no substantive evidence that this slight warming 
was caused by human activity. It appears 
instead to be within normal fluctuations, 
perhaps a recoven from the Little Ice Age of 
1550-1750. Global warming forecasts are 
based on computer models that agree more with 
each other than with nature, to paraphrase Dr. 
LindzenofMIT. 

True, the Union of Concerned Scientists 
collected 700 signatures on a petition urging 
recognition of global wanning as a great danger. 
Few signers were climatologists, as the president 
of the National Academy of Sciences noted 
when he cautioned the membership against 


iendmg their voice to issues m which they have 
no special knowledge. In fact there is no 
scientific consensus on the cause of global 
warming, or even that the burning of fossil fuels 
is necessarily bad. Agncultural scientists 
generally agree that any increase in C02 has 
beneficial effects on the world’s food supply. 

Natural gas, the government* s currently 
favored fuel, can’t supply all our energy' needs. 
Coal is needed too. Ironically after his reelection 
Pres. Bill Clinton ruled that Utah’s low' sulfur 
(low* pollution) coal deposits are situated in an 
environmentally sensitive area (larger than the 
state of Delaware) and therefore cannot be 
disturbed. Fortunately the Lippo Group, a 
Clinton campaign contributor, has coal deposits 
in Indonesia. Not much will come here, 
however, if the UN and environmental NGOs 
have their way, for their target is a 60% 
reduction of fossil fuel usage in the 
industrialized world. (The Third World is 
exempt.) 

The Executive branch has no law'ful 
authority’ over energy'. Energy is simply not 
among the enumerated powers granted it by' the 
Constitution. Thus the Administration has no 
authority to go along with the UN's desire to tax 
energy and thereby undermine our liberty' and 
prosperity 7 . 

TRAFICANT SPEAKS 

Mr. Speaker , Patricia Mendoza heckled 
the President ; she got audited Kent Brown 
sued the First Lady; he got audited The 
National Center for Public Policy criticized 
the White House; they got audited Billy Dale 
got the White House mad; he got audited 

If that were not enough to tax your 
disgust, Shell Davis, the author of Unbridled 
Power , who testified about IRS abuses before 
the Senate, got a notice in the mail yesterday, 
she is being audited 

Unbelievable. After all this, an IRS 
spokesman said, coincidence, all coincidence. 
I say, Mr. Speaker, the IRS has turned into a 
bunch of political prostitutes. 

I want to apologize to all the hookers in 
America for having associated them with the 
IRS. I scry beam me up, dot com, coincidence 
this . 

BALLISTICS PROVE U.S* 
MARSHAL KILLED SAMMY 
WEAVER 

“Sheriff Greg Sprungl of Boundary 
County, Idaho, said tests confirmed that the 
bullet that struck Samuel Weaver in the back 
during a shoot-out with a camouflaged 
reconnaissance team came from a 9mm Colt 
fired by Deputy U.S. Marshal Larry Cooper,” 
reported the Washington Times. 

Back in 1995, before the Senate Judiciary' 
subcommittee, Cooper claimed that Sammy 
Weaver was shot by his father, Randy Weaver. 
U.S. Marshal Arthur Roderick, corroborated 
Cooper’s story', claiming that Samm y was shot 


when Weaver and Hams tried to ambush the 
Marshals. 

“During the trial, the government said 
that Samuel had died as a result of a bullet to 
the hack from a 9mm weapon , and that Mr. 
Cooper and Mr. Weaver were the only ones at 
the scene who had fired 9mm weapons. 

“Mr. Weaver told the subcommittee he 
never fired at anyone during the 
confrontation and called for his son to run 
home after hearing shots. He said he ran up a 
logging road toward the cabin, fired a 
shotgun blast into the air, then used his 9mm 
pistol, also firing it into the air, to urge his 
son to come home. 

“He said the boy was running uphill to 
the cabin when he was shot in the back. Court 
testimony showed the bullet that hit Samuel 
had an upward trajectory, ” the article reported 

According to the Times , Marshals Cooper 
and Roderick first claimed Randy' Weaver shot 
Sammy. Then Boundaiy County' Prosecutor 
Denise Woodbury claimed it was a self-defense 
shooting. Then Sheriff Sprungl said it was an 
accidental shooting.-- We all know’ that the 
government is not good at telling the truth, but 
in the Weaver case, they' outdid themselves. 

THE POLLS ARE IN 

QUESTION 

Ruby Ridge participants face turn of events 
Kevin Harris, a friend of Randy Weaver, was 
charged with murder. FBI sniper Lon Horiuchi 
was charged with manslaughter. It has been five 
years since that incident. What do you think of 
the turn of events? 

ANSWERS 

1) I think it shows that the government is 
still dumb as ever. These are not timely charges, 
even though the occurrence of both of these 
events was well known and documented. The 
longer you wait, the easier the perpetrators will 
be able to get off on a technicality'. 1% chose 1 . 

2) It is a travesty' of justice that the killer of 
Vicki Weaver took five year to come to tnal. 
The FBI really screwed up on this whole thing, 
and should accept maximum accountability for 
it. Kevin Harris was just defending himself 
against an unfair, illegal attack. 61% chose 2. 

3) The Weavers and Kevin Harris were 
slime that needed to be taken care of by the FBI. 
No charges should be filed against Lon 
Horiuchi, and he should go free. The Ruby 
Ridge perpetrators had no business resisting 
arrest like they' did. What happened to them w'as 
a casualty of that resistance. The FBI is not at 
fault. 4% chose 3. 

4) I think it was a tragedy' that never should 
have happened in the first place. If the FBI had 
gotten their act together, it never would have, 
either. 29% chose 4. 

5) None of these answers matches my 
opinion. 4% chose 5. 

Scource: ParaPoll 


“THOU SHALL NOT STEAL” 

(The Feds Don't Like The Competition) 

Suppressed Waco Fact: After the feds 
burned down the building where the Branch 
Davidians lived and worshipped, the Texas 
Rangers found a fireproof safe containing 
$50,000 in cash plus gold and platinum. 
Columnist David Kopel reported that Rangers 
gave the money and metals to FBI agents, 
who apparently stole them The official story ? 
is that the contents were u lost. ” 

-Peter L. Sroufe 

NOTE TO OUR READERS 

Ever see the movie 2001 where the 
computer, Hal, goes berserk and starts killing 
off the crew members of the spaceship? Well, 
you may have noticed a few more grammatical 
errors in our November issue than usual, it was 
because our computer turned into Hal of 2001 
fame. Despite corrections made in the November 
issue, they never registered. We now have other 
computers backing up the newsletter. 

We all know it’s a good safety rule never to 
leave a firearm within easy reach of a 
child-another good safety rule is to never leave 
a firearm within easy reach of an adult when the 
computer is acting up. Ever hear of 
“computercide ”? We came close. 

ABRAHAM LINCOLN SAID... 

“'The money powers prey upon the nation 
in times of peace and conspire against it in 
times of adversity. It is more despotic than a 
monarchy , more insolent than autocracy, and 
more selfish than bureaucracy. It denounces, 
as public enemies, those who question its 
methods or throws light upon its crimes. I 
have two great enemies , the Southern Army in 
front of me and the bankers in the rear . Of 
the two, the one at my rear is my greatest 
foe... corporations have been enthroned, and 
an era of corruption in high places will 
follow, and the money power of the country 
will endeavor to prolong its reign by working 
to the prejudices of the people until the wealth 
is aggregated in the hands of a few, and the 
Republic is destroyed. ” 

JUDGE BITES MAN 


Back in June, Bill Witten got into a shouting 
match with W. Virginia Judge Joseph Torisi 
when he refused to lower Witten's $40,000 bail. 
The judge, not one to stand for contempt of 
court, took off his robe, walked over to Witten 
and bit him on the end of his nose. He then 
walked back to the bench as if nothing 
happened. 

Tonsi claims that he didn’t bite Witten but 
recently pleaded no contest to the charge and 
has stepped down from the bench. He faces a 
possible one year jail sentence and a $500 fine 
on state charges. He is scheduled for 
arraignment on federal civil rights charges, 
which carry a ten year sentence. 

Torisi has a history of losing his temper in 
the courtroom, 19 times in the past 2 years, 
according to a report prepared by the W. 
Virginia state Supreme Court. 

Nevada Stands Up To the U.S. 
Bureau of Land Management 

Whereas the provisions of Clause 17 of 
Section 8 of Article 1 of the United States 
Constitution authorizes Congress “[tjo exercise 
exclusive Legislation in all cases whatsoever, 
over such District (not exceeding ten Miles 
square) as may, by Cessation of particular 
States, and the Acceptance of Congress, become 
the seat of the Government of the United States, 
and to exercise like Authority over all Places 
purchased by the Consent of the Legislature of 
the State in which the Same shall be, for the 
Erection of Forts, Magazines, Arsenals, 
dock- Yards, and other needful Buildings”; and. 

Whereas, Such control does not comply with 
the requirements of Art. 1, Sec. 8, Cl. 17 of the 
Constitution and is unlawful; and 

Whereas, Approximately 48 million acres of 
the public lands in this state are controlled by 
the Bureau of Land Management; and 

Whereas, The exercise of dominion > and 
control of the public lands in this state by the 
United States works a severe, continuous and 
debilitating hardship on the people of the State 
of Nevada: and 

Whereas, The continued funding by 
Congress represents the misapplication of public 
funds to an unconstitutional purpose; and 

Whereas, Either house of Congress may 
stop .such unlawful expenditure by refusing to 


appropriate and budget the funds, now therefore 
be it 

RESOLVED BY THE ASSEMBLY AND 
SENATE OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 
JOINTLY, That the Nevada Legislature urges 
Congress to cease funding the Bureau of Land 
Management; and be it further 

RESOLVED, That the Chief Clerk of the 
Assembly prepare and transmit a copy of this 
resolution to the Vice President of the Umted 
States as presiding officer of the Senate, the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, the 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on 
Appropriations and the House Committee on 
Appropriations and each member of the Nevada 
Congressional Delegation; and be it further 

RESOLVED, That this resolution becomes 
effective upon passage and approval. 

LETTERS 

Dear NJM. 

I just read your November newsletter, you 
guys are getting better and better all the time. 
Keep up the good work! I am always interested 
in articles on the Second Amendment. 1 would 
like to know if there’s a militia in this area. I 
haven’t heard of any but that doesn’t mean they 
don’t exist. Any help you can give me on this 
matter will be greatly appreciated. I think it’s 
time I got involved instead of being on the 
outside looking in! Thanks again. 

B.W. 

Fresno, Calif. 

NJM, 

My name is Michael L. Getty and I would 
like to request any and all information you are 
willing to send me about your organization. 

Although I am currently incarcerated, I 
would like to initiate contacts with groups out in 
the free world who are aware of and are working 
to stop government corruption and oppression. 

Having spent approximately 7 of the last 9 
years of my incarceration fighting an illegal life 
sentence, I have become all too aware of the way 
in which our federal and state politicians have 
eroded the Constitution and diluted the rights 
that it provides. 

I hope that my status as a convicted felon 
doesn’t bar me from obtaining information and 
contact about and with your organization. 

Michael L. Getty 


NJM. P.O. Box 10176, Trenton. NJ 08650 
E-Mail: militia264@aol.com 


Mercer Co., Bob (609) 695-2733 

Middlesex Co., Art (908) 607-0833 

Somerset Co., Tom (732)-78 1-1499 


(Newsletter subscription - Donation $10.00) 
CASH/BLANK MONEY ORDER ONLY 


NAME- 

ADDRESS 

CITY 

PHONE ( ) 


